14.   Following the incidents described in Finding of Fact No. 11,
Complainant, Lake, Reinesch and Ms. Sanders had a meeting concerning the
incidents.  Lake told Complainant that although he was under the direct
supervision of Lake, he was also subject to direction by Reinesch when
in the crusher plant area. Lake stated that Complainant declined to
follow Reinesch's directions and that this was insubordination and
would not be tolerated.  There was also discussion of the canopy inci-
dent concerning which Reinesch was still upset.  Reinesch said that he
found Complainant asleep at the wheel of his vehicle and that Complainant
threatened to kick Reinesch's ass.  Lake reprimanded Complainant, but
did not further discipline him at that time.

15.  On July 14, 1981, while Complainant's water pull was being
filled, he picked up a snake near the pond.  The snake wrapped itself
around Complainant's arm as he operated the pull watering the haulage
road.  He deviated from his normal course and drove with one hand,
holding down the arm on which the snake was to avoid letting Reinesch
see him with the snake on his arm. He later threw the snake away and
continued on his normal duties.

16.  On July 14, 1981, the water pull operated by Complainant
collided with a road grader, also called a blade, which was grading or
regradlng the haul road. Prior to the accident, the blade was posi-
tioned in the center of the road and was travelling westerly.  According
to a company rule, the blade has the right-of-way over other vehicles on
the road.  The blade operator saw Complainant in the water-pull approxi-
mately 175 feet away coming in the opposite direction.  The blade oper-
ator stopped his vehicle and stood up and waived because he wanted
Complainant to discontinue watering the road at that time.

17.  The water pull continued coming and attempted to pass the
blade on the right but the left rear tire of the water pull struck the
corner of the mold board on the blade.  The grader was stopped when the
collision occurred.

18.  As a result of the collision, the left rear tire of the water
pull was cut and the wheel rim was bent.  The control arm on the blade
was broken and the blade later fell off.

19.  The grader was visible from the water-pull prior to the
collision from at least 175 feet.

20.  There was room on the road for the water pull to pass the
grader without colliding with it.

21.  The brakes on the water pull were operative at the time of the
accident,

22  Following the accident, Complainant drove up to the yard and
was told by the dispatcher to go home since the other water-pull was
inoperative.

1855 the vehicle.     When   the  water
